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Scientific Broadcasting as a Social Responsibility? 
John Maynard Smith on Radio and Television in the 




John Maynard Smith (1920-ヲヰヰヴぶ ┘;ゲ ﾗﾐW ﾗa Bヴｷデ;ｷﾐげゲ ﾏﾗゲデ WﾏｷﾐWﾐデ W┗ﾗﾉ┌デｷﾗﾐ;ヴ┞ Hｷﾗﾉﾗｪｷゲデゲく Fﾗヴ ﾗ┗Wヴ 
forty years, from 1954 onwards, he also regularly appeared on radio and television. He primarily act-
ed as a scientific expert on biology, but in the late 1960s and 1970s he often spoke on the implica-
tions of science (biology and more generally) for society. Through four case studies, this paper anal-
┞ゲWゲ M;┞ﾐ;ヴS “ﾏｷデｴげゲ ゲIｷWﾐデｷaｷI Hヴﾗ;SI;ゲデｷﾐｪ ;ｪ;ｷﾐゲデ SW┗WﾉﾗヮﾏWﾐデゲ ┘ｷデｴｷﾐ デｴW BBC ;ゲ ┘Wﾉﾉ ;ゲ デｴW 
relation between science and society in Britain. It finds that while Maynard Smith acknowledged and 
accepted increasing mediation through the BBC and its producers, he stayed publicly and privately 
critical of both format and content decisions in his reflections on the scienceねmedia relationship. At 
the same time, we find that over a decade before the 1985 report by the Royal Society on the public 
understanding of science, Maynard Smith came to think of engagement with the public via the media 
;ゲ ゲIｷWﾐデｷゲデげゲ ヴWゲヮﾗﾐゲｷHｷﾉｷデ┞く  
 
I. Introduction 
けAll very very best with your t.v. work.. it is fineげ, wrote the editor of an international poetry maga-
zine to John Maynard Smith after his 1967 What is Life? episode on DNA and evolution.1 By then, one 
ﾗa Bヴｷデ;ｷﾐげゲ ﾏﾗゲデ WﾏｷﾐWﾐデ W┗ﾗﾉ┌デｷﾗﾐ;ヴ┞ Hｷﾗﾉﾗｪｷゲデゲ was a veteran science communicator with over ten 
years of experience: a popular science article from 1953 and his first book on The Theory of Evolution 
(1958) had established him as a scientist who could not only do science but successfully communi-




communication to spoken communication on radio and television. An early-career scientist に he had 
only graduated four years earlier に he proved to be a powerful broadcaster and eloquent champion 
for evolution and science who, throughout and alongside his career as a research scientist, continu-
ously used the different media に written and spoken に to address and communicate with non-
specialists. As noted by the University of Sussex when awarding Maynard Smith a science doctorate, 
honoris causa,  
He excels as a communicator, being that rare phenomenon に a scientist who can make sci-
ence comprehensible to a wider audience. And it is this skill that has made his face so famil-
iar to audiences of the BBCげゲ さHorizonざ programme, his credibility as a media man no doubt 
being enhanced by his uncanny likeness to every childげs vision of the ideal professor.3  
 
Written popular science is increasingly studied and the earlier emphasis on the nineteenth century is 
now carried over into the twentieth century. This new attention to more recent decades necessitates 
increased study of non-print media for science communication: the radio, television, and the inter-
net. As Jane Gregory and Steve MｷﾉﾉWヴ ﾐﾗデWSが けぷ;へﾉデｴﾗ┌ｪｴ ゲIｷWﾐデｷゲデゲ ;ﾐS ゲIｷWﾐIW ┘ヴｷデWヴゲ ;IｴｷW┗WS 
commercial success and popular acclaim with books and articles, their readerships were tiny com-
ヮ;ヴWS デﾗ デｴW ;┌SｷWﾐIWゲ aﾗヴ ゲIｷWﾐIW Hヴﾗ;SI;ゲデゲくげ4 There are several general histories of broadcasting in 
Britain, although historical approaches to media studies in general are lacking.5 Scientific broadcast-
ing specifically is still a largely unstudied area in radio and television studies as well as histories, but 
as a number of recent in-depth studies shows, it is not an understudied area. Arne Schirrmacher has 
worked on science broadcasting in the Weimar Republic, Marcel LaFollett has published on the 
American context, and Jean-Baptiste Gouyon has discussed the relation between science and film-
making.6 Tim Boon and Allan Jones focus on scientific broadcasting in Great Britain, writing about 
scientific documentaries in film and television, Horizon, ;ﾐS ﾏﾗヴW Hヴﾗ;Sﾉ┞ ;Hﾗ┌デ デｴW BBCげゲ ゲIｷWﾐIW 




broadcasts of the early twentieth century, on the other hand, ｴ;┗W けヴWIWｷ┗WS ﾉｷデデﾉW ;デデWﾐデｷﾗﾐが SWゲヮｷデW 
helping to sｴ;ヮW Bヴｷデｷゲｴ ┌ﾐSWヴゲデ;ﾐSｷﾐｪ ﾗa ゲIｷWﾐIWげ, as Neil Morley notes in his study of the biologist 
H. Munro Fox FRS (1889-1967) and his popular science.8 For the mid-twentieth century we can look 
at J;ヴWS KWﾉﾉWヴげゲ ヴWIWﾐデ SｷゲゲWヴデ;デｷﾗﾐ さA “IｷWﾐデｷaｷI IﾏヮヴWゲ;ヴｷﾗざ ふヲヰヱ7), which admirably addresses sci-
ence on BBC radio between 1945 and 1970 by tracing the career of the producer Archibald (Archie) 
Clow.9  
TｴW aﾗﾉﾉﾗ┘ｷﾐｪ ﾏｷIヴﾗｴｷゲデﾗヴ┞ ﾗa Jﾗｴﾐ M;┞ﾐ;ヴS “ﾏｷデｴげゲ Hヴﾗ;SI;ゲデｷﾐｪ ;Iデｷ┗ｷデｷWゲ ┘ｷﾉﾉ Sﾗ デｴヴWW デｴｷﾐｪゲく Fｷヴゲデが 
it continues the efforts to look at mid-twentieth century popular science, focussing on the 1960s and 
ヱΓΑヰゲく B┌デ ゲWIﾗﾐSが ｷデ ┘ｷﾉﾉ ゲｴｷaデ デｴW aﾗI┌ゲ aヴﾗﾏ デｴW BBC ;ﾐS ｷデゲ ゲIｷWﾐIW ヮヴﾗｪヴ;ﾏﾏWヴゲ デﾗ ; ゲIｷWﾐデｷゲデげゲ 
point of view, following the example of Morley and Paul Merchant, who has recently published on 
scientists broadcasting and writing about science and religion in the 1980s, drawing on oral histo-
ries.10 It thus elucidates how scientists as broadcasters both conformed to developments internal to 
the BBC and critically reflected on their relationship with the media. Finally, the focus on one scien-
デｷゲデげゲ Hヴﾗ;SI;ゲデｷﾐｪ ;Iデｷ┗ｷデｷWゲ ;ﾉﾉﾗ┘ゲ the article to look at both radio and, to a lesser degree, television. 
Four case studies will thus reveal that Maynard Smith acknowledged and accepted increasing media-
tion through the BBC and its producers because radio and television were important outlets for his 
conviction to communicate science to non-specialists. Nonetheless, he stayed publicly and privately 
critical of both format and content decisions in his reflections on the scienceねmedia relationship.  
II. Becoming a broadcaster (1954) に Who Knows? (1960) 
John Maynard Smith FRS (1920-ヲヰヰヴぶが ┘ｷﾐﾐWヴ ﾗa デｴW ヱΓΓΓ Cヴ;aﾗﾗヴS Pヴｷ┣W ふHｷﾗﾉﾗｪ┞げゲ Wケ┌ｷ┗;ﾉWﾐデ デﾗ デhe 
Nobel Prize) and more, was one of the most influential British evolutionary biologists of the second 
half of the twentieth century. After a few years at University College London (UCL), he spent most of 
his fifty-year long career at the University of Sussex, where he was founding dean of the School of 
Biological Sciences in 1965. Maynard Smith worked on a number of problems but today is best-




Iﾐ ヱΓヵヴが ｴW ┘;ゲ ┘ﾗヴﾆｷﾐｪ ;デ UCLげゲ ┣ﾗﾗﾉﾗｪ┞ SWヮ;ヴデﾏWﾐデ ┘ｷデｴ JくBく“く H;ﾉS;ﾐW ;ﾐS HWﾉWﾐ “ヮ┌ヴ┘;┞く PWデWヴ 
Medawar had offered him as job as a lecturer, and it was through Medawar that he met Archibald 
Cﾉﾗ┘が ヮヴﾗS┌IWヴ ﾗa ゲIｷWﾐデｷaｷI Hヴﾗ;SI;ゲデゲ ;デ デｴW BBCく けYﾗ┌ ﾏ;┞ ヴWﾏWﾏHWヴがげ Cﾉﾗ┘ ┘ヴﾗデW デﾗ M;┞ﾐ;ヴS 
“ﾏｷデｴが デｴ;デ デｴW┞ デ;ﾉﾆWS ;Hﾗ┌デ ｴｷゲ ヴWゲW;ヴIｴ ｷﾐ ｪWﾐWデｷIゲく けI ;ﾏ ﾐﾗ┘ ﾉﾗﾗﾆｷﾐｪ aﾗヴ ゲﾗﾏW ﾐW┘ デﾗヮｷIゲ aﾗヴ 
Science Survey and would be very pleased if you would come over and have coffee or tea with me 
some time and explore the possibiﾉｷデｷWゲ ｷﾐ デｴｷゲ ゲ┌HﾃWIデ ┘ｷデｴ ﾏWくげ12 Maynard Smith would go on to 
┘ヴｷデW ; ゲIヴｷヮデ aﾗヴ ;ﾐS SWﾉｷ┗Wヴ ; デ;ﾉﾆ ﾗﾐ さM┌ﾉWゲが M;ｷ┣W ;ﾐS MﾗﾐｪヴWﾉゲざが デｴ┌ゲ WﾐデWヴｷﾐｪ デｴW ┘ﾗヴﾉS ﾗa ゲIｷど
WﾐIW Hヴﾗ;SI;ゲデｷﾐｪ ﾗﾐW ┞W;ヴ ;aデWヴ ヮ┌Hﾉｷゲｴｷﾐｪ ｴｷゲ aｷヴゲデ ヮﾗヮ┌ﾉ;ヴ ゲIｷWﾐIW ;ヴデｷIﾉWくげ13 The contact with Clow 
proved to be a fruitful one: in 1959 に after two more appearances and with already ongoing prepara-
tions for a three-ヮ;ヴデ ゲIｴﾗﾗﾉ Hヴﾗ;SI;ゲデ ﾗﾐ けLﾗﾗﾆｷﾐｪ ;ﾉｷﾆWげ に Clow asked Maynard Smith to appear on 
his panel show Who Knows?14 The programme had been on air since 1956 and designed for a general 
audience. Iデ けSW┗WﾉﾗヮWS ｷﾐデﾗ ﾗﾐW ﾗa デｴW ｴｷｪｴWゲデ-ヴ;デWS ゲWヴｷWゲ ﾗﾐ BBC ヴ;Sｷﾗげく15 The Radio Times adver-
tised it as follows:  
“;ﾏ PﾗﾉﾉﾗIﾆ ヮ┌デゲ ﾉｷゲデWﾐWヴゲげ ケ┌Wゲデｷﾗﾐゲ デﾗ ; ヮ;ﾐWﾉ ﾗa ゲIｷWﾐデｷゲデゲ ぷぐへく Wｴ;デ ｴ;ゲ HWWﾐ ｷﾐ デｴW papers re-
cently? Russian biologists sacked: cosmic rays interrupt radio again: a new flat TV tube: jet planes 
;ヮヮヴﾗ;Iｴ デｴW ｴW;デ H;ヴヴｷWヴぎ デｴW ヮ;デｴ ﾗa デｴW E;ヴデｴげゲ aｷヴゲデ ;ヴデｷaｷIｷ;ﾉ ゲ;デWﾉﾉｷデWく 
More information about such events, and what scientists themselves think about them, will be 
heard in the answers given to questions about science, technology, and so on, sent in by listen-
ers.16 
Maynard Smith first appeared in an episode broadcast on 8 January 1960 and last in July 1967.17 In 
that period (possibly including repeats), listeners could have heard him answering their questions 39 
times, ample time for Maynard Smith to establish himself as a public intellectual. His expertise as a 
scientist was asked for, but at the same time he was talking about science in relation to current, not 
necessarily specifically scientific, affairs に け┘ｴ;デ ｴ;ゲ HWWﾐ ｷﾐ デｴW ヮ;ヮWヴゲ ヴWIWﾐデﾉ┞げい While he could 




in speaking freely into a microphone on a variety of topics, while staying close to roles he was already 
used to: the teacher and lecturer.18 This role would change over time, however, as the BBC estab-
lished itself and the producers professionalised. Could, and indeed, should you achieve a translation 
of the lecture hall onto the airwaves? As Jones has noted,  
[p]utting a scientist before a microphone did not by itself constitute science broadcasting. 
The broadcasting professional had to frame the broadcast through advice, encouragement, 
advocacy of particular styles of presentation, and other editorial input.19 
While scientists were the experts on the content, producers were the experts on the medium and its 
processes. So while scientists may have preferred the format of lectures and talks, producers were 
more aware of the possibilities and limits of television and radio as spaces for science communica-
tion.20 Thus, as Keller notes, towards the end of the 1960s the BBC began to shift from the original 
straight talk format, in which scientists would write and present their own programmes, to increasing 
mediation through the producer. The interview format ｷゲ ﾗﾐW W┝;ﾏヮﾉW ﾗa デｴW ゲIｷWﾐデｷゲデゲげ ｷﾐIヴW;ゲｷﾐｪﾉ┞ 
being contributors rather than creators. This shift reflected, first, the establishment of the BBC and 
second, a growing critical awareness of science in the British public.21 (Who Knows? was still very 
ﾏ┌Iｴ ;ﾐ ｷﾐaﾗヴﾏ;デｷ┗W ヮヴﾗｪヴ;ﾏﾏWき ｷﾐ a;Iデが Cﾉﾗ┘ aﾗ┌ﾐS デｴ;デ ﾉｷゲデWﾐWヴゲ けヮﾉ;IWS ; ﾏ┌Iｴ ｴｷｪｴWヴ ヮヴWﾏｷ┌ﾏ 
ﾗﾐ ｷﾐaﾗヴﾏ;デｷﾗﾐげ ヴ;デｴWヴ デｴ;ﾐ WﾐデWヴデ;ｷﾐﾏWﾐデく22 The programmed last aired in 1967.23) As Aubrey Sing-
er, head of the Features and Science Programmes department since 1963, said in a 1966 lecture, 
けぷHへヴﾗ;SI;ゲデｷﾐｪ ﾐﾗデ ﾗﾐﾉ┞ ;aaWIデゲ H┌デ ｷゲ ;aaWIデWS H┞ デｴW Iﾉｷﾏ;デW ﾗa ﾗヮｷﾐｷﾗﾐくげ24 Audiences therefore 
needed to be taken into account. Even more important was the fact that producers,  
because they are working continuously in the field, are creative and conscientious journalists 
who can anticipate and fairly reflect what is of sufficient importance to make good television 
and who are aware of reactions to past programs.25 
Thus they were better placed at sugｪWゲデｷﾐｪ デﾗヮｷIゲ デｴ;ﾐ ゲIｷWﾐデｷゲデゲく Eケ┌;ﾉﾉ┞ ｷﾏヮﾗヴデ;ﾐデが けthe televising of 




of dramatic form.げ26 After all, science often does not lend itself to depiction on television に much of it 
ｴ;ヮヮWﾐゲ ｷﾐゲｷSW ゲIｷWﾐデｷゲデゲげ ｴW;Sゲ ﾗヴ ｷﾐ┗ﾗﾉ┗Wゲ ヮ;ヴデｷIﾉWゲ デﾗﾗ ゲﾏ;ﾉﾉ ﾗヴ ﾗHﾃWIデゲ デﾗﾗ a;ヴ ;┘;┞ デﾗ I;ヮデ┌ヴW ﾗﾐ 
film (at least until more recently).27 Scientific broadcasting therefore needs to balance content and 
medium. An even stronger claim was made by José van Dijck, namely that the medium constructs the 
IﾗﾐデWﾐデぎ けゲIｷWﾐIW SﾗI┌ﾏWﾐデ;ヴｷWゲ ぷ;ヴWへ ; aﾗヴﾏ ﾗa さ┗ｷゲ┌;ﾉ デｴｷﾐﾆｷﾐｪざ ﾗヴ ﾗa さヮｷIデ┌ヴｷ┣ｷﾐｪ ゲIｷWﾐIWざく WW Sﾗ 
not illustrate science with images, we construct images and deploy media technologies デﾗ さデｴｷﾐﾆざ 
ゲIｷWﾐIWくげ28 Constructivism is a more recent idea in relation to science, but representation に and mis-
representation に ｴ;┗W HWWﾐ ﾗﾐ ゲIｷWﾐデｷゲデゲげ ﾏｷﾐSゲ ゲｷﾐIW デｴW W;ヴﾉ┞ S;┞ゲ ﾗa Hヴﾗ;SI;ゲデｷﾐｪく けTｴW ﾏﾗゲデ Hｷデど
terly argued controversies in which scientists have found themselves in recent months have been 
ﾗ┗Wヴ デｴW WSｷデｷﾐｪ ﾗa aｷﾉﾏがげ ﾐﾗデWS ゲIｷWﾐデｷゲデ デ┌ヴﾐWS ヮヴﾗS┌IWヴ ‘くWく ‘WｷS ｷﾐ ヱΓヶΓぎ ゲIｷWﾐデｷゲデゲ ┘WヴW ;aヴ;ｷS ﾗa 
misrepresentation by the media.29  
This fear of misrepresentation increased with the amount of mediation through the BBC and the 
shifts in format Keller mentions. Maynard Smith had started broadcasting when straight talks were 
still the standard of scientific programming. He was generally more positive about and comfortable 
with science on the radio than on television and wondered if it may be easier to talk into a micro-
phone than to ; I;ﾏWヴ; ﾗヴ ｷa けヴ;Sｷﾗ ヮヴﾗS┌IWヴゲ ｴ;┗W HWWﾐ ﾏﾗヴW ┘ｷﾉﾉｷﾐｪ デﾗ ﾉﾗﾗﾆ aﾗヴ ゲIｷWﾐデｷゲデゲげく30 Radio 
producers had had more time and experience in establishing formats and programmes than televi-
sion producers had. They also did not face けデｴW Hｷｪ Iｴ;ﾉﾉWﾐｪW aﾗヴ デWﾉW┗ｷゲｷﾗﾐ ヮヴﾗS┌IWヴゲ ;ﾐS ゲIｷWﾐデｷゲデゲ 
ぷぐへ to reconcile the inherent unruliness of science with the laws of visualization enforced by a medi-
um primarily valued for its ability to entertaiﾐ ; ﾉ;ヴｪW ;┌SｷWﾐIW ┘ｷデｴ ﾏﾗ┗ｷﾐｪ ｷﾏ;ｪWゲくげ31 Yet over the 
Iﾗ┌ヴゲW ﾗa M;┞ﾐ;ヴS “ﾏｷデｴげゲ ｷﾐ┗ﾗﾉ┗WﾏWﾐデ ┘ｷデｴ デｴW BBCが デｴW Wﾏヮｴ;ゲｷゲ ゲｴｷaデWS aヴﾗﾏ ヴ;Sｷﾗ デﾗ デWﾉW┗ｷゲｷﾗﾐ. 
This meant that from the mid-ヱΓヶヰゲ ﾗﾐ┘;ヴSゲが けｷデ ┘;ゲ デWﾉW┗ｷゲｷﾗﾐ ヮWヴゲﾗﾐﾐWﾉ ﾉｷﾆW “ｷﾐｪWヴ ┘ｴﾗ ┘WヴW ゲWデど
ting tｴW デﾗﾐWげ ヴ;デｴWヴ デｴ;ﾐ けヴ;Sｷﾗ ヮWヴゲﾗﾐﾐWﾉ ﾉｷﾆW Cﾉﾗ┘ ┘ｴﾗ ｴ;S ゲWデ デｴW デﾗﾐW aﾗヴ ゲIｷWﾐIW Hヴﾗ;SI;ゲデｷﾐｪ 
ぷぐへ デｴヴﾗ┌ｪｴﾗ┌デ デｴW aｷヴゲデ ┞W;ヴゲ ﾗa デｴW ヮﾗゲデ-┘;ヴ ヮWヴｷﾗSげく32 Maynard Smith kept mostly within his com-
fort zone on the radio but did not neglect television as a medium: in total, he appeared just over one 




He was particularly active in the 1960s. The majority of appearances was on Who Knows?, which 
allowed Maynard Smith to choose which questions to answer and thus how much preparation he 
was willing to put in. That he was continuously asked by producers to contribute is not a surprise 
given the amount of positive feedback from reviewers and audiences.34 Paul Ferris, for instance, once 
┘ヴﾗデW デｴ;デ M;┞ﾐ;ヴS “ﾏｷデｴ ｴ;S ｪｷ┗Wﾐ け; ヮ;ｷﾐﾉWゲゲ ;IIﾗ┌ﾐデ ﾗa ゲﾗﾏW ﾗa デｴW ﾏﾗﾉWI┌ﾉ;ヴ Hｷﾗﾉﾗｪｷゲデげゲ Sﾗｪﾏ;ゲ 
and anti-Sﾗｪﾏ;ゲくげ35 A ﾏ;ﾐ ┘ｴﾗ IｷデWS けデ;ﾉﾆｷﾐｪげ ｴ;ゲ ﾗﾐW ﾗa デ┘ﾗ ｴﾗHHｷWゲ ふデｴW ﾗデｴWヴ ┘;ゲ ｪ;ヴSWﾐｷﾐｪぶが 
Maynard Smith even did so without a script, recording his contribution in two ten-minute bursts: 
afterwards the producer was torn bet┘WWﾐ ヮヴｷSW ;デ ｴｷゲ ゲヮW;ﾆWヴげゲ ┗ｷヴデ┌ﾗゲｷデ┞ ;ﾐS ;ﾐﾐﾗ┞;ﾐIW ;デ デｴW a;Iデ 
that no one would know it was off the cuff.36  
T┘ﾗ ヮﾗｷﾐデゲ ﾐﾗデ デﾗ HW ｷｪﾐﾗヴWS ┘ｴWﾐ IﾗﾐゲｷSWヴｷﾐｪ M;┞ﾐ;ヴS “ﾏｷデｴげゲ ﾏWSｷ; ヮヴWゲWﾐIW ;ヴW aｷヴゲデが ｴｷゲ ｷﾐｷデｷ;ﾉ 
geographical proximity to any London-based studios, which helped with regular appearances. Sec-
ond, broadcasting provided some (irregular) additional income. The records at the BBC Written Ar-
chives Centre indicate that he was paid 18 guineas, later 20 guineas, per Who Knows? episode in the 
1960s.37 Mayﾐ;ヴS “ﾏｷデｴげゲ ヮWヴゲﾗﾐ;ﾉ ヴWIﾗヴSゲ ﾗa fees and royalties between 1973 and 2002 exist too 
but over such a long period of time they are difficult to interpret in terms of actual income.38 Overall 
however, when weighed against the amount of and time for preparation that went into any broad-
casts by Maynard Smith beforehand, the renumeration was most likely an additional, but not the 
main, motivation for doing science broadcasts. Indeed, Maynard Smith eventually pointed out he 
needed to take a step back after accepting the deanship at Sussex because he would be increasingly 
busy.39 He had taken up that position in 1965 に ironically the year in which he most appeared on the 
BBC. He stayed committed to Who Knows? however, until the programme folded in 1967. 
Who Knows? ;ﾐS ｴｷゲ ﾗデｴWヴ W;ヴﾉｷWゲデ Hヴﾗ;SI;ゲデゲ ┘WヴW M;┞ﾐ;ヴS “ﾏｷデｴげゲ ｷﾐデヴﾗS┌Iデｷﾗﾐ デﾗ Hヴﾗ;SI;ゲデｷﾐｪが 
all allowing him a high degree of control over content: he either wrote the complete script or chose 
which questions to answer on デｴW ヮ;ﾐWﾉく Tｴｷゲ ;ﾉｷｪﾐゲ ┘ｷデｴ KWﾉﾉWヴげゲ ;ﾐ;ﾉ┞ゲｷゲ デｴ;デ ﾗヴｷｪｷﾐ;ﾉﾉ┞が けゲIｷWﾐデｷゲデゲ 
enjoyed a great deal of control over the framing and delivery of science programming on BBC ra-




show, by the 1960s this control was shifting towards BBC staff rather than scientists. The decrease in 
M;┞ﾐ;ヴS “ﾏｷデｴげゲ Hヴﾗ;SI;ゲデゲ ┘;ゲ ｷﾐ ヮ;ヴデ S┌W デﾗ ﾗデｴWヴ IﾗﾏﾏｷデﾏWﾐデゲが but he also developed a critical 
view of the direction in which the BBC was taking science broadcasting. His contributions changed 
from unmediated to mediated, from self-controlled to BBC-controlled, and he came to dislike the 
impotence of the interviewee and the blurring of fact and fiction in documentaries. けぷIへnterviews, 
news-style reports, and documentaries ぷぐへ placed broadcasters in a position to mediate science and 
scientists by explaining, contextualizing, and summarizing what scientists saidげく41 As mentioned 
above, this shift was partly due to increasingly critical  attitudes towards science, and to the fact that 
broadcasters increasingly considered themselves as professionals, recognising that there were pro-
cesses behind good radio and television that had less to do with the content and more with the me-
dium.42 Maynard Smith adapted to these changes but not without pointing out to broadcasters when 
he was unhappy with their decisions. His later broadcasting career is thus an example of the changes 
and trends outlined by Boon, Jones and Keller but it must be seen in the context of M;┞ﾐ;ヴS “ﾏｷデｴげゲ 
own critical reflections, uttered privately and publicly, about the ethical responsibilities of both the 
broadcaster and the scientist towards the public.  
IIIく けBｷﾗﾉﾗｪｷI;ﾉ B;Iﾆﾉ;ゲｴげ ふヱΓヶΑぶ 
Can we see any reflection of the shifting priorities within the BBC towards more mediation of and 
ﾏﾗヴW IヴｷデｷI;ﾉ ヮヴﾗｪヴ;ﾏﾏWゲ ﾗﾐ ゲIｷWﾐIW ｷﾐ Jﾗｴﾐ M;┞ﾐ;ヴS “ﾏｷデｴげゲ Hヴﾗ;SI;ゲデゲい M;┞ﾐ;ヴS “ﾏｷデｴ ﾗﾐIW ゲ;ｷS 
that he preferred to talk about science itself, that is, about scientific ideas and methods rather than 
デｴW IﾗﾐゲWケ┌WﾐIWゲ ﾗa ゲIｷWﾐIWく けM;ﾐ┞ ゲIｷWﾐtific discoveries do have effects on human beings and these 
I;ﾐ ゲﾗﾏWデｷﾏWゲ HW ケ┌ｷデW ｷﾐデWヴWゲデｷﾐｪ デﾗ SｷゲI┌ゲゲがげ ｴW IﾗﾐIWSWS ┘ｴWﾐ ヮヴﾗS┌IWヴ MｷIﾆ ‘ｴﾗSWゲ ;ゲﾆWS ｴｷゲ 
opinion on a new radio series, but 
discussions about the effects on human beings of advances in biology (for example, artificial in-





Rhodes had specified that けぷ;へﾐ┞ subject that includes people is intrinsically of greater interest than 
ﾗﾐW ┘ｴｷIｴ ﾉW;┗Wゲ ┌ゲ ﾗ┌デげ.44 Looking more closely, however, only a few of M;┞ﾐ;ヴS “ﾏｷデｴげゲ broadcasts 
are discussions of scientific content and method only. His earliest, scripted talks were most fully un-
der his control and are the closest to this preference of his.45 On Who Knows?, he could still choose 
which questions to answer and how, although he was constrained by the kind of questions that were 
sent in. Moving into the late 1960s, Maynard Smith increasingly appeared as an interviewee on pro-
grammes discussing social implications of science, some of which, he eventually agreed with Rhodes, 
けIﾗ┌ﾉS HW ｷﾐデWヴWゲデｷﾐｪげ W┗Wﾐ ｷa デｴW┞ ;ヴW けﾐﾗデ ヴW;ﾉﾉ┞ ゲIｷWﾐIWげく46 Thus he was one of ten leading British 
Hｷﾗﾉﾗｪｷゲデゲ ｷﾐデWヴ┗ｷW┘WS H┞ ゲIｷWﾐIW ﾃﾗ┌ヴﾐ;ﾉｷゲデ GWヴ;ﾉS LW;Iｴ aﾗヴ けBｷﾗﾉﾗｪｷI;ﾉ B;Iﾆﾉ;ゲｴげが ; aﾗ┌ヴ-part radio 
SﾗI┌ﾏWﾐデ;ヴ┞ ヮヴﾗS┌IWS H┞ ‘ｴﾗSWゲく Iﾐ M;┞ﾐ;ヴS “ﾏｷデｴげゲ ;ヴIｴｷ┗Wが IﾗヴヴWゲヮﾗﾐSWﾐIW IﾗﾐIWヴﾐｷﾐｪ デｴｷゲ ゲWど
ries follows immediately after the above exchange on what kind of new series might be worthwhile, 
;ﾐS M;┞ﾐ;ヴS “ﾏｷデｴげゲ Sｷゲﾏｷゲゲ;ﾉ ﾗa ヮヴﾗｪヴ;ﾏﾏWゲ デｴ;デ ;ヴW ﾉWゲゲ IﾗﾐIWヴﾐWS ┘ｷデｴ ゲIｷWﾐIW ｷデゲWﾉa ;ﾐS ﾏﾗヴW 
with its effects. Maynard Smith did link research to the question of consequences and discussed 
these both in programmes and in related essays. A year previously, he had in fact been interviewed 
about the control of birth and death, and in 1969, he was going to talk about けThe conscience of the 
ゲIｷWﾐデｷゲデげ (see below); the Horizon episode さPesticides and posterityざ (1964) addressed questions 
ゲｷﾏｷﾉ;ヴ デﾗ M;┞ﾐ;ヴS “ﾏｷデｴげゲ Hヴﾗ;SI;ゲデゲ ﾗa ヱΓヶΑ ;ﾐS ヱΓヶΓぎ けデｴW ゲIｷWﾐデｷaｷI ;ﾐS ﾏﾗヴ;ﾉ ;ゲヮWIデゲげ ;ゲ ┘Wﾉﾉ ;ゲ 
environmental and long-term consequences of research into and the use of chemicals.47 The differ-
encW HWデ┘WWﾐ デｴWゲW ヮヴﾗｪヴ;ﾏﾏWゲ ｷゲ デｴ;デ ｷﾐ ;ﾉﾉが W┝IWヮデ aﾗヴ けTｴW IﾗﾐゲIｷWﾐIW ﾗa デｴW ゲIｷWﾐデｷゲデげが M;┞ﾐ;ヴS 
“ﾏｷデｴ ┘;ゲ ;ﾐ ｷﾐデWヴ┗ｷW┘WWが ﾏWSｷ;デWS H┞ BBC ヮWヴゲﾗﾐﾐWﾉく TｴW┞ Iﾗﾐaｷヴﾏ KWﾉﾉWヴげゲ ﾗHゲWヴ┗;デｷﾗﾐゲ ;Hﾗ┌デ デｴW 
BBCげゲ shifts from the point of view of one of the scientists working with them. 
けBiological Backlashげ (broadcast in March 1967) cﾗ┗WヴWS aﾗ┌ヴ デｴWﾏWゲぎ さIﾏヮ;Iデ ﾗﾐ Wﾐ┗ｷヴﾗﾐﾏWﾐデざが さIﾏど
pact on ﾏ;ﾐざが さA┗ﾗｷSｷﾐｪ ;Iデｷﾗﾐざが ;ﾐS さDヴW;ﾏゲ ;ﾐS gﾗ;ﾉゲざく48 Next to Maynard Smith, Leach inter-
viewed W. H. Thorpe, Alex Comfort, Joseph Hutchinson, John Kendrew, Palmer Newbould, J.W.S. 
Pringle, C.H. Waddington, J.N. Morris and Donald Broadbent.49 All interviews were pre-recorded for 




what you say when interviewed for a television programme,げ ｴW ┘ﾗ┌ﾉS ヴWﾏ;ヴﾆ ｷﾐ ヱΓΒンが けunless you 
have the strength of mind to insist on being interviewed live. The producer usually films about fifteen 
minutes, and uses one.げ50 This remark echoes デｴW ゲIｷWﾐデｷゲデ デ┌ヴﾐWS ヮヴﾗS┌IWヴ ‘WｷSげゲ ヴWﾏ;ヴﾆが ケ┌ﾗデWS 
above: that scientists and producers were not seeing eye to eye on the broadcasting process of edit-
ing, fearing to be quoted out of context or to otherwise be misrepresented. けBｷﾗﾉﾗｪｷI;ﾉ B;Iﾆﾉ;ゲｴげ ｷゲ 
one of the early examples of increasingly mediated scientists and of the producer overruling the sci-
entist in what is interesting and in how to present it, and it put into practice ‘ｴﾗSWゲげ ;ヴｪ┌ﾏWﾐデ aﾗヴ 
ｴ┌ﾏ;ﾐゲ ;ﾐS ゲIｷWﾐデｷaｷI IﾗﾐゲWケ┌WﾐIWゲ ﾗ┗Wヴ M;┞ﾐ;ヴS “ﾏｷデｴげゲ ヮヴWaWヴWﾐIW aﾗヴ ｷSW;ゲく A┌SｷWﾐIW ヴWゲW;ヴIｴ 
reports に which were based on questionnaires sent out to a panel of viewersが ┘ｴﾗ ｪ;┗W け; mark out 
of a ten ぷぐへ, averaged out to a percentaｪWげ に show that the average ratings for each episode were 70, 
67, 66 and 73 respectively.51 All of these were above the average for programmes, known as the Re-
action or Appreciation Index, on the Third Programme of the previous year, which had been 62. 
け[T]he Commentators praised the speakers for speaking lucidly and expertly, without using jargon or 
being patronising, but mostly the programme for its subject matter.52  
TｴW ゲ┌HﾃWIデ ﾏ;デデWヴ ;ﾐS ゲデ┞ﾉW ﾗa けBｷﾗﾉﾗｪｷI;ﾉ B;Iﾆﾉ;ゲｴげ W┝WﾏヮﾉｷaｷWS デｴW BBCげゲ ゲｴｷaデｷﾐｪ IﾗﾐIWrns in sci-
WﾐIW Hヴﾗ;SI;ゲデｷﾐｪ ;ゲ ┘Wﾉﾉ ;ゲ ‘ｴﾗSWゲげ ;ヮヮヴﾗ;Iｴ デﾗ ｷデぎ  
The point of many of ‘ｴﾗSWゲげ programmes was not to simply blame science for the problems
 of the 1960s [ぐへく In fact, many of ‘ｴﾗSWゲげ programmes that were critical of science never-
theless also looked to science and scientists for answers.53 
Hired by Rhodes, Leach chose extracts from his interviews which he then linked and framed with 
short interludes, either transitioning from one sub-theme to the next or from one speaker to anoth-
er. He thus created a narrative and set the tone, summarised views and drew conclusions; he is the 
mediator between the scientists and the audience. けLW;Iｴ ┘;ゲ ケ┌ｷデW ﾉｷデWヴ;ﾉﾉ┞ デ;ﾆｷﾐｪ ﾗ┗Wヴ デｴW Iﾗﾏﾏ┌ど
ﾐｷI;デｷﾗﾐ ﾗa ゲIｷWﾐIW aヴﾗﾏ ゲIｷWﾐデｷゲデゲくげ54 While Leach was in control of the framing, he still relied on his 




point of view, as zoologists, physicians, ecologists or psychologists. But there were also comments on 
larger, social issues に and these were often instigated by Leach. Thus in the second half of episode 3, 
さA┗ﾗｷSｷﾐｪ ;Iデｷﾗﾐざが LW;Iｴ ﾏﾗ┗WS デﾗ デｴW ヴWﾉ;デｷﾗﾐゲｴｷヮ HWデ┘WWﾐ ゲIｷWﾐIW ;ﾐS ｪﾗ┗WヴﾐﾏWﾐデが ;ﾐS デｴW ヴﾗﾉW ﾗa 
the former in the latter.  
Ia ゲﾗIｷWデ┞ ┘ﾗﾐげデ I;ﾉﾉ aﾗヴ HｷﾗﾉﾗｪｷI;ﾉ ;S┗ｷIW ゲ┌aaｷIｷWﾐデﾉ┞が ｷゲﾐげデ ｷデ ┌ヮ デﾗ Hｷﾗﾉﾗｪｷゲデゲが ;ﾐS ﾗデｴWヴ ゲIｷWﾐど
tists, and technologists to force advice on us? [...] To act as a front line early warning system 
and solution-finding system for progress I put this challenge to several biologists and got, on 
the whole, rather pessimistic answers.55 
The three biologists whose extracts were chosen to comment were Maynard Smith, Thorpe, a zoolo-
gist and ethologist, and Kendrew, a biochemist and crystallographer. The latter two in particular 
talked about a lack of science-government dialogue. Kendrew, 1962 Nobel Laureate and a member of 
the Council for Scientific Policy, did not have much hope in scientists branching out from their spe-
Iｷ;ﾉｷゲﾏゲ デﾗ デ;ﾉﾆ ;Hﾗ┌デ ゲﾗﾏWデｴｷﾐｪ WﾉゲW HWI;┌ゲW aﾗヴ ﾏﾗゲデ ゲIｷWﾐデｷゲデゲ デｴｷゲ ┘ﾗ┌ﾉS Wケ┌;ﾉ けゲWlling their 
ゲﾗ┌ﾉゲくげ56 And while in America scientists seemed involved in advising policymakers through commit-
tee work, in Britain   
ﾗﾐWげゲ ;ﾉ┘;┞ゲ ┌ヮ ;ｪ;ｷﾐゲデ デｴW SｷaaｷI┌ﾉデ┞が ┘ｷデｴ ;ﾐ┞ ﾆｷﾐS ﾗa ゲIｷWﾐデｷaｷI ;S┗ｷゲﾗヴ┞ ﾗヮWヴ;デｷﾗﾐ ┘ｴｷIｴ ｷゲ 
mounted, of finding the peoplW デﾗ ｷデぎ ヮWﾗヮﾉW ┘ｴﾗ デｴｷﾐﾆ ｷデげゲ ┘ﾗヴデｴ Sﾗｷﾐｪき ヮWﾗヮﾉW ┘ｴﾗ ｴ;┗W ;ﾐ┞ 
kind of experience or interest in it; you find yourself always going round the same little 
gang.57 
Thorpe commented that American-style Technological Assessment Boards were desirable, if they 
worked. Organisations like the Royal Society already advised the government, and biologists were 
more fairly presented now than before. But at the same time, looking at the number of committees, 
out of over sixty less than a dozen dealt with biological issuWゲく Ia ｴ┌ﾏ;ﾐゲ ┘WヴW デﾗ けゲ┌ヴ┗ｷ┗W ｷﾐ ;ﾐ┞ ﾆｷﾐS 




Maynard Smith who, in terms of science, was asked by Leach to discuss antibiotics and radiation as 
well as chemicals in foodstuffs and environmental biology, also moved beyond his specific scientific 
デﾗヮｷIゲく Aデ ﾗﾐW ヮﾗｷﾐデが LW;Iｴ ;ゲﾆWS けｷa ｷデ ┘;ゲﾐげデ ; ヮヴｷﾏW S┌デ┞ aﾗヴ ;ﾉﾉ ゲIｷWﾐデｷゲデゲ デﾗ ゲヮWﾉﾉ ﾗ┌デ ;ゲ IﾉW;ヴﾉ┞ ;ゲ 
ヮﾗゲゲｷHﾉW デｴW ｷﾏヮﾉｷI;デｷﾗﾐゲ ﾗa デｴWｷヴ ┘ﾗヴﾆくげ59 Maynard Smith agreed, but pointed out that for most sci-
Wﾐデｷゲデゲが デｴｷゲ ┘;ゲ ﾐﾗデ ;デ デｴW aﾗヴWaヴﾗﾐデ ﾗa デｴWｷヴ ﾏｷﾐSゲ ┘ｴWﾐ Sﾗｷﾐｪ ゲIｷWﾐIWぎ けPWヴｴ;ヮゲ I Iﾗ┌ﾉS SｷｪヴWゲゲ ぷくくくへ 
;ﾐS ゲｷﾏヮﾉ┞ デ;ﾉﾆ aﾗヴ ; ﾏﾗﾏWﾐデ ;Hﾗ┌デ ┘ｴ;デ ゲIｷWﾐデｷゲデゲ Sﾗ デｴｷﾐﾆ ;Hﾗ┌デ デｴWｷヴ S┌デｷWゲくげ TｴWゲW S┌デｷWゲ ;ヴW 
different to the ones other, older, professions have. Whereas the Hippocratic Oath, for example, is in 
ヮﾉ;IW デﾗ ヮヴﾗデWIデ デｴW ヮ;デｷWﾐデが ゲIｷWﾐデｷゲデゲげ WデｴｷIゲ け;ヴW IﾗﾐIWヴﾐWS デﾗ SWaWﾐS ﾗ┌ヴゲWﾉ┗Wゲ ;ゲ ゲIｷWﾐデｷゲデゲく Yﾗ┌ 
ﾆﾐﾗ┘が ┞ﾗ┌ Sﾗﾐげデ デWﾉﾉ ﾉｷWゲが ┞ﾗ┌ Sﾗﾐげデ ヮｷﾐIｴ ﾗデｴWヴ ヮWﾗヮﾉWげゲ ｷSW;ゲが ┞ﾗ┌ Sﾗﾐげデ ヮ┌Hﾉｷゲｴ ヴWゲ┌ﾉデゲ ┘ｴｷIｴ ;ヴW 
noデ ヴWﾉｷ;HﾉWくげ B┌デが M;┞ﾐ;ヴS “ﾏｷデｴ Iﾗﾐデｷﾐ┌WSが けぷデへｴWヴW ｷゲ ﾐﾗ Iﾗﾏヮ;ヴ;HﾉW ゲWデ ﾗa WデｴｷI;ﾉ ヮヴｷﾐIｷヮﾉWゲ ｷﾐ 
ゲIｷWﾐIW IﾗﾐIWヴﾐWS ┘ｷデｴ ﾗ┌ヴ WaaWIデゲ ┌ヮﾗﾐ デｴW ｪWﾐWヴ;ﾉ ヮ┌HﾉｷIくげ60 
Moreover, scientists focused on immediate research problems rather than consequences because 
the┞ Iﾗ┌ﾉS ﾐﾗデ HW ゲ┌ヴW デﾗ ゲﾗﾉ┗W デｴW ゲWデ ヮヴﾗHﾉWﾏゲぎ けIデ ｷゲが ｷﾐ ; ゲWﾐゲW ;ﾐ W┝I┌ゲWが ;ﾐS ﾐﾗデ ; ┗Wヴ┞ ゲデヴﾗﾐｪ 
excuse に the only excuse I have for not really spending an awful lot of time, other than a kind of sci-
ence fictional kind of imagining, wondering about what would happen if one found a cure for ageing 
に ﾏ┞ ヴW;ﾉ W┝I┌ゲW aﾗヴ デｴｷゲ ｷゲ デｴ;デ I Sﾗﾐげデ ヴW;ﾉﾉ┞ W┝ヮWIデ デﾗ aｷﾐS ; I┌ヴW aﾗヴ ;ｪWｷﾐｪくげ61 (Over the past few 
decades, the field of ethical technology assessment (ETA) has made use of scenarios に Maynard 
“ﾏｷデｴげゲ けゲIｷWﾐIW aｷIデｷﾗﾐ;ﾉ ﾆｷﾐS ﾗa ｷﾏ;ｪｷﾐｷﾐｪげ に exactly in order to determine, as much as possible, any 
possible hard and soft outcomes of newly developed science and technology so as to avoid (negative) 
unintended consequences.62) Leach then asked if scientists ought to consider their topic of research 
ﾏﾗヴW I;ヴWa┌ﾉﾉ┞が ﾗヴ デﾗ IｴﾗﾗゲW ゲﾗﾏWデｴｷﾐｪ け┘ｴｷIｴ ｷゲ ﾗa ゲﾗIｷ;ﾉ ┗;ﾉ┌Wげく HWヴW M;┞ﾐ;ヴS “ﾏｷデｴ ┘;ゲ ﾉWゲゲ ┘ｷﾉﾉど
ｷﾐｪ デﾗ ;ｪヴWWが ;ﾉデｴﾗ┌ｪｴ ｴW IﾗﾐIWSWS デｴ;デ け;デ ﾉW;ゲデ ┘W ﾏｷｪｴデ ｴ;┗W ;ﾐ WデｴｷI ;Hﾗ┌デ ﾐﾗデ SWﾉｷHWヴ;デWﾉ┞ 
choosing research which is ﾉｷﾆWﾉ┞ デﾗ HW ﾉWデｴ;ﾉくげ MﾗヴW ｷﾏヮﾗヴデ;ﾐデ aﾗヴ M;┞ﾐ;ヴS “ﾏｷデｴ ┘;ゲ デｴ;デ ゲIｷWﾐIW 
ought to be an open and international business に when that is given, science is at its best.63 
Thus, Maynard Smith did talk both about ideas and people. While the details or methods of science 




scientists are clearly something Maynard Smith thought about and considered important. How much 
HWIﾗﾏWゲ IﾉW;ヴ ｷﾐ ;ﾐﾗデｴWヴ Hヴﾗ;SI;ゲデぎ さTｴW IﾗﾐゲIｷWﾐIW ﾗa デｴW ゲIｷWﾐデｷゲデざ ふヱΓヶΓぶ, our next case-study. 
But けBｷﾗﾉﾗｪｷI;ﾉ B;Iﾆﾉ;ゲｴげ also exemplifies one more thing: a good interviewer who could establish 
rapport with their interviewees and a good relationship between producer and scientist can prevent 
(or at least ameliorate) misgivings in scientists about mediation. Further correspondence concerning 
けBｷﾗﾉﾗｪｷI;ﾉ B;Iﾆﾉ;ゲｴげ ゲｴﾗ┘ゲ デｴ;デ after the interview, Rhodes wrote to Maynard Smith once more. He 
had been fascinated by the conversation between Leach and him and it would be a shame not to use 
all the material. Rhodes asked if Maynard Smith would agree to his interview being a broadcast in 
itself.64 Maynard Smith did agree に H┌デ ;ゲﾆWS デﾗ ゲWW ; a┌ﾉﾉ デヴ;ﾐゲIヴｷヮデ aｷヴゲデく けI ;ﾏ ゲ┌ヴW I ゲ;ｷS ; ﾐ┌ﾏHWヴ ﾗa 
extremely stupid things to Leach on the assumption that he would remove the most stupid of 
デｴWﾏげく65 Maynard Smith relied on Leach, trusting him to mediate without misrepresenting what had 
been said. AaデWヴ ヴW;Sｷﾐｪ デｴW デヴ;ﾐゲIヴｷヮデが M;┞ﾐ;ヴS “ﾏｷデｴ ヴWﾏ;ヴﾆWS デｴ;デ ｴW ┘;ゲ けｴﾗヴヴｷaｷWS デﾗ ゲWW ┘ｴ;デ I 
ゲ;ｷS ┌ﾐSWヴ デｴW ｷﾐaﾉ┌WﾐIW ﾗa Sヴｷﾐﾆ H┌デ I ゲ┌ヮヮﾗゲW ｷデ ｷゲ ﾗﾐﾉ┞ a;ｷヴ デﾗ ﾉWデ ｷデ ゲデ;ﾐSくげ HW W┝デWﾐSWS デｴW デヴ┌ゲデ 
from Leach to Rhodes, requesting one sub-clause to be cut but leaving the rest to his digression.66 
TｴW IﾗﾏヮﾉWデW ｷﾐデWヴ┗ｷW┘ ┘;ゲ Hヴﾗ;SI;ゲデ ヱΒ OIデﾗHWヴ ヱΓヶΑが WﾐデｷデﾉWS さA ｪWﾐWデｷIｷゲデげゲ ┗ｷW┘ざく67 
IVく さTｴW CﾗﾐゲIｷWﾐIW ﾗa デｴW “IｷWﾐデｷゲデざ わ デｴW B““‘“ ふヱΓヶΓぶ 
さTｴW IﾗﾐゲIｷWﾐIW ﾗa デｴW ゲIｷWﾐデｷゲデざ was broadcast on 7 July 1969 and does two things: in terms of for-
mat, it is an example of the original mode of presenting science on the radio に a straight talk, pre-
recorded on 20 May 1969.68 There is no questioning by an interviewer, no mediation by the BBC. In 
terms of content, however, it reflects the more critical, reflective attitude towards science. It does so 
from within ゲIｷWﾐIWが ｪｷ┗ｷﾐｪ M;┞ﾐ;ヴS “ﾏｷデｴげゲ ヮWヴゲヮWIデｷ┗W ┘ｴｷIｴ ┘;ゲ ﾗヴｷｪｷﾐ;ﾉﾉ┞ ;ｷﾏWS ;デ aWﾉﾉﾗ┘ ゲIｷWﾐど
デｷゲデゲく Aデ デｴW ゲ;ﾏW デｷﾏWが ; Iﾗﾏヮ;ヴｷゲﾗﾐ ﾗa デｴW ゲIヴｷヮデ デﾗ デｴ;デ ﾗa さA ｪWﾐWデｷIｷゲデげゲ ┗ｷW┘ざ ゲｴﾗ┘ゲ デｴ;デ ﾏ;ﾐ┞ 
points of the 1969 talk are extensions, even intensifications, of the 1967 interview. Maynard Smith 
picked up on things he and Leach had discussed in terms of the consequences of science, intended 
and unintended, and whether scientists had a responsibility towards society with regards to these 




For Maynard Smith, science is fundamentally driven by curiosity and the sense of satisfaction one 
gets from ゲﾗﾉ┗ｷﾐｪ ; ヮヴﾗHﾉWﾏく B┌デ Sﾗｷﾐｪ ゲIｷWﾐIW aﾗヴ ゲIｷWﾐIWげゲ ゲ;ﾆW had become difficult to argue in the 
light of developments during and after World War II: because of often unintended or unforeseeable 
consequences, a view was emerging デｴ;デ ゲIｷWﾐデｷゲデゲ ゲｴﾗ┌ﾉS ヮWヴｴ;ヮゲ けHW ヴ;デｴWヴ ﾏﾗヴW ヴWゲヮﾗﾐゲｷHﾉW ;Hﾗ┌デ 
┘ｴ;デ デｴW┞ Sﾗげく69 While he had been hedging in the interview with Leach, Maynard Smith now assert-
ed that scientists do in fact have a special responsibility towards the public, they do need a code of 
conduct, and they do need to be publicly and politically active に whether they like it or not. The an-
swer to the problem of unknown consequences cannot be to stop doing science, however, as conse-
quences might be either harmful or beneficial. It also cannot be to shift responsibility to the govern-
ment or society aloneぎ けNﾗ ﾗデｴWヴ ヮヴﾗaWゲゲｷﾗﾐ ┘ﾗ┌ﾉS ;IIWヮデ デｴｷゲ ;ヴｪ┌ﾏWﾐデくげ70 A ゲIｷWﾐデｷゲデげゲ ヴWゲヮﾗﾐゲｷHｷﾉｷデ┞ 
lies in accepデｷﾐｪ aｷヴゲデが けデｴ;デ デｴW IﾗﾐゲWケ┌WﾐIWゲ ﾗa ゲIｷWﾐデｷaｷI ヴWゲW;ヴIｴ ;ヴW ﾐﾗデ ｷﾐSｷ┗ｷS┌;ﾉ H┌デ ヮ┌HﾉｷIげ ;ﾐS 
ゲWIﾗﾐSが デｴ;デ デｴW┞ けｪｷ┗W ヴｷゲW デﾗ ヮﾗﾉｷデｷI;ﾉ ヮヴﾗHﾉWﾏゲが ;ﾐS デｴ;デ デｴWゲW ヮﾗﾉｷデｷI;ﾉ ヮヴﾗHﾉWﾏゲ ;ヴW ┌ﾐﾉｷﾆWﾉ┞ デﾗ HW 
ゲﾗﾉ┗WS ┌ﾐﾉWゲゲ ゲIｷWﾐデｷゲデゲ ヮﾉ;┞ デｴWｷヴ ヮ;ヴデ ｷﾐ ゲﾗﾉ┗ｷﾐｪ デｴWﾏげく71 In other words, knowledge means responsi-
bility, and scientists needed to acknowledge this, share their knowledge (for instance on advisory 
boards, like Maynard Smith had done in the 1950s), and generally leave their labs to engage with 
society.72 
How come Maynard Smith gave a pre-recorded talk on this topic, rather than discussing it in an in-
デWヴ┗ｷW┘ ﾗヴ ﾗﾐ ; ヮ;ﾐWﾉが ﾉｷﾆW ｴW ｴ;S ゲﾗﾏW ﾗa デｴW ｷゲゲ┌Wゲ ┘ｷデｴ LW;Iｴい さTｴW IﾗﾐゲIｷWﾐIW ﾗa デｴW ゲIｷWﾐデｷゲデざ 
grew out of a talk he had already delivered elsewhere: at the inaugural meeting of the British Society 
aﾗヴ “ﾗIｷ;ﾉ ‘WゲヮﾗﾐゲｷHｷﾉｷデ┞ ｷﾐ “IｷWﾐIWが B““‘“ aﾗヴ ゲｴﾗヴデ ふ;ﾐS けBｷゲヴ┌ゲげ デﾗ ゲﾗﾏW ﾗa デｴWｷヴ aヴｷWﾐSゲぶく73 The socie-
デ┞げゲ aﾗヴﾏ;デｷﾗﾐ ┘;ゲ ; ヴW;Iデｷﾗﾐ デﾗ デｴW ゲｴｷaデｷﾐｪ ;デデｷデ┌SWゲ デﾗ┘;ヴSゲ ゲIｷWﾐIWが デｴW ゲ;ﾏW デｴ;デ ｷﾐaﾗヴﾏWS デｴW 
BBCげゲ ｷﾐIヴW;ゲｷﾐｪﾉ┞ ヴWaﾉWIデｷ┗W ;デデｷデ┌SW デﾗ┘;ヴSゲ ゲIｷWﾐIWぎ けIﾐ ヱΓヶΓ ｪヴﾗ┘ｷﾐｪ ;┘;ヴWﾐWゲゲ デｴ;デ ゲIｷWﾐIW ﾐﾗデ 
only provided benefits but also created severe problems led to the formation of the Brit. Soc. Soc. 
‘Wゲヮくげ74 TｴW ﾏWWデｷﾐｪ デﾗﾗﾆ ヮﾉ;IW ﾗﾐ ヱΓ Aヮヴｷﾉ ヱΓヶΓ ;デ デｴW ‘ﾗ┞;ﾉ “ﾗIｷWデ┞ けデo the congratulations of most 
┘ｷデﾐWゲゲWゲ ふN;デ┌ヴW W┝IWヮデWSぶげく75 Earlier in 1969, Maynard Smith had been one of many scientists 




ヮﾗヴデ ｷﾐ aﾗ┌ﾐSｷﾐｪ ;ﾐ ﾗヴｪ;ﾐｷゲ;デｷﾗﾐ けデﾗ examine the moral + social issues involved in scientific research + 
WS┌I;デｷﾗﾐげく76 Among the scientists contacted were J.D. Bernal, Sir Lawrence Bragg, Francis Crick, Sir 
Julian Huxley, Sir Peter Medawar and Max Peruデ┣ ;ゲ ┘Wﾉﾉ ;ゲ けOデｴWヴゲが ﾐﾗデ F‘“げ.77 As of 2 April 1969, 
Wilkins and his five co-authors (C.F. Powell, M. Pollock, R.L. Smith, D.H. Butt and S. Rose) had re-
IWｷ┗WS ΑΒ ﾉWデデWヴゲ ﾗa ゲ┌ヮヮﾗヴデが M;┞ﾐ;ヴS “ﾏｷデｴげゲ ;ﾏﾗﾐｪ デｴWﾏく78 M;┞ﾐ;ヴS “ﾏｷデｴげゲ デ;ﾉﾆ ゲｴﾗ┘ゲ ┘ｴ┞ぎ ｴｷゲ 
views aligned clearly with the aims of the BSSRS: けデﾗ ﾆWWヮ ;ﾐ W┞W ﾗﾐ ┘ｴ;デ ｪﾗWゲ ﾗﾐ ｷﾐ デｴW H;Iﾆヴﾗﾗﾏゲ 
ﾗa ゲIｷWﾐIWげき けゲヮﾗﾐゲﾗヴWS ゲWIヴWデ ヴWゲW;ヴIｴぷへ ゲｴﾗ┌ﾉS ﾐﾗデ HWIﾗﾏW ;ゲ ヴｷaW ｷﾐ Bヴｷデ;ｷﾐ ;ゲ ｷﾐ デｴW UﾐｷデWS “デ;デWゲげき 
けデｴW ｷSW; ﾗa ﾆﾐﾗ┘ﾉWSｪW aﾗヴ ｷデゲ ﾗ┘ﾐ ゲ;ﾆW ;ゲ ﾃ┌ゲデｷaｷI;デｷﾗﾐ aﾗヴ Sﾗｷﾐｪ ゲIｷWﾐデｷaｷI ヴWゲW;ヴIｴ ﾏ┌ゲデ HW W┝;ﾏｷﾐed 
┗Wヴ┞ IヴｷデｷI;ﾉﾉ┞げ.79 Internally, however, there was a sense of disappointments with the speeches as a 
┘ｴﾗﾉWが ｪｷ┗Wﾐ ; けﾉ;Iﾆ ﾗa IﾗﾐIヴWデW ;Iデｷ┗ｷデ┞げ ┘ｴｷIｴ ┘;ゲ Hﾉ;ﾏWS ﾗﾐ けﾐﾗデ Wﾐﾗ┌ｪｴ HヴｷWaｷﾐｪげく80 Maynard 
“ﾏｷデｴげゲ ﾉ;デWヴが ;Iデ┌;ﾉが ｷﾐ┗ﾗﾉ┗WﾏWﾐデ ゲWWﾏゲ デﾗ ｴ;┗W HWWﾐ ﾉｷﾏｷted too. Although he tentatively agreed to 
be a full-time ﾏWﾏHWヴ ﾗa デｴW ゲﾗIｷWデ┞げゲ “IｷWﾐIW AS┗ｷゲﾗヴ┞ Bﾗ;ヴSが ｴW ﾏ;ﾆWゲ ﾐﾗ ;ヮヮW;ヴ;ﾐIW ﾗﾐ デｴW ﾉｷゲデ ﾗa 
attendees for the first meeting.81 
Ritchie Calder, science correspondent with the Daily Herald, dubbed the scientists involved in the 
aﾗ┌ﾐSｷﾐｪ ﾗa デｴW B““‘“ さゲIｷWﾐデｷaｷI ｴｷヮヮｷWゲざが H┌デ ﾐﾗデ ﾐWｪ;デｷ┗Wﾉ┞く82 ‘;デｴWヴが ｴW ┘;ゲ ｪﾉ;S けデｴW ｷﾐｷデｷ;デｷ┗W ｴ;S 
HWWﾐ デ;ﾆWﾐ H┞ デｴW ┞ﾗ┌ﾐｪWヴ ゲIｷWﾐデｷゲデゲくげ83 In addition, the BSSRS promised to be a British equivalent to 
the Pugwash movement, ;ﾉデｴﾗ┌ｪｴ デｴW ゲﾗIｷWデ┞ aWﾉデ けデｴ;デ Pく ┘;ゲ ﾐﾗデ ┗Wヴ┞ ;Iデｷ┗Wが ｴ;S ﾉｷデデﾉW ;ヮヮW;ﾉが ;ﾐS 
ﾉｷデデﾉW I;ゲｴくげ84 But the long-term effects and radicalism of the BSSRS, which folded in the early 1990s, 
are sometimes debated as well. In fact, in its early years, the society waゲ けヴW;ゲﾗﾐ;Hﾉ┞ Wゲデ;HﾉｷゲｴﾏWﾐデげ 
┘ｷデｴ ﾏWﾏHWヴゲ けaﾗﾉﾉﾗ┘ｷﾐｪ ｷﾐ ; ﾉﾗﾐｪ デヴ;Sｷデｷﾗﾐ ﾗa ゲﾗIｷ;ﾉｷゲデ ゲIｷWﾐデｷゲデゲげ.85 Scientists like the crystallogra-
pher J.D. Bernal (whom Maynard Smith knew, even if not well) had been attracted to socialism; in-
deed, Bernal became the persﾗﾐｷaｷI;デｷﾗﾐ ﾗa さヴWS ゲIｷWﾐIWざ whose ｷSW;ゲ ┘WヴW けｷﾐｷデｷ;ﾉﾉ┞ ┗Wヴ┞ ｷﾐaﾉ┌Wﾐデｷ;ﾉ 
in wartime and post-┘;ヴ Bヴｷデ;ｷﾐげく86 AIIﾗヴSｷﾐｪ デﾗ BWヴﾐ;ﾉが ヴWゲW;ヴIｴ け┘;ゲ デﾗ HW I;ヴヴｷWS ﾗﾐ aﾗヴ デｴW さHWﾐWど
aｷデ ﾗa ｴ┌ﾏ;ﾐｷデ┞ ;ゲ ; ┘ｴﾗﾉWざがげ ┘ｴｷIｴ ヴWケ┌ｷヴWS ; ヴWﾗヴｪ;ﾐｷゲ;デｷﾗﾐ ﾗa デｴW けゲデヴ┌Iデ┌ヴWが aunding and manage-




;ヴｪ┌WS aﾗヴ デｴW けﾏﾗヴ;ﾉ ゲ┌ヮWヴｷﾗヴｷデ┞ ﾗa ゲIｷWﾐIWげが ｷﾐゲｷゲデｷﾐｪ デｴ;デ けゲIｷWﾐIW ;ﾐS ゲIｷWﾐデｷゲデゲ ┘WヴW デｴW ゲデ;ﾐS;ヴS-
HW;ヴWヴゲ ﾗa デヴ┌デｴげく88  
Bヴｷデ;ｷﾐげゲ ｴｷゲデory of left-leaning scientists, politically active in the 1930s, continued in the BSSRS. The 
new generation had the blessing of the older one, some of whom wrote in support to Wilkins and the 
ﾗデｴWヴ aﾗ┌ﾐSWヴゲげ.89 American visitors to the UK in the 1970s voiced their wonder at this situation, 
ゲﾗﾏW ヮﾗゲｷデｷ┗Wﾉ┞が ﾗデｴWヴゲ IヴｷデｷI;ﾉﾉ┞く JﾗW H;ﾐﾉﾗﾐ SWゲIヴｷHWS デｴW B““‘“ ;ゲ けpart of the establishment, effec-
デｷ┗Wﾉ┞が ｷデげゲ デｴW ﾉWaデ WSｪW ﾗa デｴW Wゲデ;HﾉｷゲｴﾏWﾐデく Tｴ;デ ┘;ゲ ┗Wヴ┞ ┘WｷヴSく Iデ was ;Hゲﾗﾉ┌デWﾉ┞ ┘ﾗﾐSWヴa┌ﾉくげ90 
Richard C. Lewontin, while he agreed with the sentiment, felt that it made BSSRS ineffective: 
I have never been anywhere where Marxism is so respectable as Britain. Half of the people in 
the University of Sussex over the age of 40 are former members of the CP [Communist Par-
ty]. The Student Union representing every student on the Campus is 100% Marxist as far as I 
can tell from its meetings. Yet the left is in bad shape because it is so respectable. I have the 
feeling that it is ヱヰヰХ さヴ;SｷI;ﾉ IｴｷIくざ TｴWヴW ｷゲ ┗ｷヴデ┌;ﾉﾉ┞ ﾐﾗ ;デデWﾏヮデ デﾗ Sﾗ ヴW;ﾉ ;ｪｷデ;デｷﾗﾐ ｷa ｷデ ｷﾐど
volves the slightest bit of unpleasantness. The most they will do is make a polite demonstra-
tion in front of the US Embassy, and I do mean polite.91   
Lewontin was a biologist wｴﾗ ゲデ;┞WS ;デ “┌ゲゲW┝げゲ “Iｴﾗﾗﾉ ﾗa BｷﾗﾉﾗｪｷI;ﾉ “IｷWﾐIWゲく TｴW ゲIｴﾗﾗﾉげゲ SW;ﾐが 
since its foundation in 1965, was of course none other than John Maynard Smith. 
P┌HﾉｷI Wﾐｪ;ｪWﾏWﾐデ ;ﾐS けヮ┌HﾉｷI ┌ﾐSWヴゲデ;ﾐSｷﾐｪ ﾗa ゲIｷWﾐIWげ ;ゲ ゲ┌Iｴ ゲデ;ヴデWS ;aデWヴ WﾗヴﾉS W;ヴ II, and the 
Bヴｷデｷゲｴ ﾉWaデ aWﾉデ デｴ;デ けゲﾗIｷWデ┞ ┘;ゲ デﾗ SWIｷSW デｴW SｷヴWIデｷﾗﾐが ﾏW;ﾐゲ ;ﾐS ﾗ┌デヮ┌デゲ ﾗa ゲIｷWﾐIWげく Aデ デｴW ゲ;ﾏW 
デｷﾏWが ｴﾗ┘W┗Wヴが デｴｷゲ ヮWヴゲヮWIデｷ┗W ┘;ゲ ゲデｷﾉﾉ けデｷﾐｪWS ┘ｷデｴ Wﾉｷデｷゲﾏが ｷﾐ デｴ;デ ｷデ ヮ┌デ ゲIｷWﾐデｷゲデゲ ;ゲ デｴW ゲﾗ┌ヴIW ﾗa 
information and opinion about science, and envisioned them gaining positions of power through the 
ヮ┌HﾉｷI ;aaｷヴﾏ;デｷﾗﾐ デｴW┞ ゲﾗ┌ｪｴデ デﾗ ｪWﾐWヴ;デW デｴヴﾗ┌ｪｴ ヮ┌HﾉｷI Iﾗﾏﾏ┌ﾐｷI;デｷﾗﾐげく92 Maynard Smith and the 
B““‘“げゲ ┗ｷW┘ゲ thus ヮヴWS;デW ゲﾗﾏW ﾗa デｴW ヮﾗｷﾐデゲ ﾗﾐ デｴW けヮ┌HﾉｷI ┌ﾐSWヴゲデ;ﾐSｷﾐｪ ﾗa ゲIｷWﾐIWげ ﾏﾗ┗WﾏWﾐデ 




and urged scientists to improve their communications skills and to consider public communication as 
; S┌デ┞げく93 
Vく けTｴW L┞ゲWﾐﾆﾗ Aaa;ｷヴげ ふヱΓΑヴぶ 
So far we have seen Maynard Smith in three roles on BBC radio: as a panellist (Who Knows?), inter-
┗ｷW┘WW ふけBｷﾗﾉﾗｪｷI;ﾉ B;Iﾆﾉ;ゲｴげぶ ;ﾐS ｷﾐSWヮWﾐSWﾐデ ゲヮW;ﾆWヴ ふさTｴW IﾗﾐゲIｷWﾐIW ﾗa デｴW ゲIｷWﾐデｷゲデざぶく Fヴﾗﾏ 
focussing on science itself, these broadcasts moved into the political, discussing social implications of 
ゲIｷWﾐIWく TｴW┞ デｴ┌ゲ ﾏｷヴヴﾗヴ デｴW BBCげゲ ｪWﾐWヴ;ﾉ デヴWﾐS デﾗ HW IヴｷデｷI;ﾉ ﾗa ゲIｷWﾐIW ヴ;デｴWヴ デｴ;ﾐ ゲｷﾏヮﾉ┞ ヮヴﾗ┗ｷSど
ｷﾐｪ ; ヮﾉ;デaﾗヴﾏ aﾗヴ ゲIｷWﾐデｷゲデゲく Iデ ｷゲ デｷﾏW デﾗ ゲWW ｷa ;ﾐS ｴﾗ┘ デｴｷゲ デヴ;ﾐゲﾉ;デWゲ デﾗ M;┞ﾐ;ヴS “ﾏｷデｴげゲ デWﾉW┗ｷゲｷﾗﾐ 
work, given the difference in format and his preference for radio. 
Maynard Smith had been doing television work in addition to his involvement with BBC radio since 
the mid-1960s. He was particularly involved with Horizon. けTｴW ｷSW; aﾗヴ Horizon arose in the context 
of a review ﾗa ゲIｷWﾐデｷaｷI ヮヴﾗｪヴ;ﾏﾏｷﾐｪげが94 and coincided with the BBC starting its new channel, BBC2.95 
けBBC ヲ ﾏ┌ゲデ ;ヮヮW;ﾉ デﾗ ; Hヴﾗ;S ﾏ;ﾃﾗヴｷデ┞ ﾗa デｴW ;┌SｷWﾐIWが H┌デ ┘W ﾏ┌ゲデ ﾏ;ﾆW デｴW ﾐ;デ┌ヴW ﾗa デｴｷゲ ;ヮヮW;ﾉ 
ﾐW┘が SｷaaWヴWﾐデが ;ﾐS W┝Iｷデｷﾐｪくげ96 TｴWヴW ┘;ゲ デﾗ HW ; aﾗI┌ゲ ﾗﾐ さI┌ﾉデ┌ヴWざ ふ┘ｷデｴ デｴW S;ﾐｪWヴ ﾗa Wﾉｷデｷゲﾏ ﾐW┗Wヴ 
far away): literature, art, and music, but the programmes also included the sciences and social sci-
ences.97 Horizon デｴWヴWaﾗヴW ゲWデ ﾗ┌デ けデﾗ ヮヴWゲWﾐデ ゲIｷWﾐIW ;ゲ a culture ʹ as a field of human achievement 
and endeavour as livelyが ┗;ヴｷWS ;ﾐS ヴW┘;ヴSｷﾐｪ ;ゲ ;ﾐ┞ ﾗデｴWヴげく98 Science should be presented the same 
way as other human activities, and Horizon HW ; ヮヴﾗｪヴ;ﾏﾏW ﾗﾐ さｷSW;ゲざが けIﾗﾏﾏ┌ﾐｷI;デぷｷﾐｪへ デﾗ ヮWﾗヮﾉW 
ｷﾐ ﾗデｴWヴ aｷWﾉSゲげく99 The picture of science th;デ ┘;ゲ デﾗ HW ヮヴWゲWﾐデWS ┘;ゲ けSWヴｷ┗WS aヴﾗﾏ BBC TWﾉW┗ｷゲｷﾗﾐ 
ｷデゲWﾉaげが ﾐﾗデ H┌ｷﾉSｷﾐｪ ﾗﾐ ;I;SWﾏｷI SｷゲIｷヮﾉｷﾐWゲ ﾉｷﾆW デｴW ｴｷゲデﾗヴ┞ ﾗa ゲIｷWﾐIW.100 The level of content was to 
HW け;デ ﾗヴ ; ﾉｷデデﾉW ;Hﾗ┗W デｴW “IｷWﾐデｷaｷI AﾏWヴｷI;ﾐ ﾉW┗Wﾉげ に something Maynard Smith was familiar with, 
writing for the magazine New Scientist 101  
The pilot, produced in 1963, featured a short film profiling John Maynard Smith.102 The pilot itself 
was not received well by the programme director and never aired. But Maynard Smith had made 




;ﾐS PﾗゲデWヴｷデ┞ざ ふヱΓヶヴぶく Despite some negative press on this episode Horizon persevered and had 
screened over 1,100 editions by its fifty-year anniversary in 2014.103 Maynard Smith returned to ex-
amine さGWﾐWゲ ｷﾐ AIデｷﾗﾐざ ｷﾐ ヱΓヶヶ; both 1960s episodes involve discussion of the implications of, first, 
the use of pesticides and second, of genetic research.104 In the 1970s, Maynard Smith was involved in 
three further WヮｷゲﾗSWゲぎ さTｴW Fｷヴゲデ TWﾐ YW;ヴゲざ (1974), さTｴW L┞ゲWﾐﾆﾗ Aaa;ｷヴざ (1974), ;ﾐS さTｴW “Wﾉaｷゲｴ 
GWﾐWざ ふ1976). TｴW BBC AヴIｴｷ┗Wゲ ｴﾗﾉS aｷﾉWゲ ﾗﾐ ゲﾗﾏW ﾗa デｴWゲW WヮｷゲﾗSWゲが H┌デ ふ;ヮ;ヴデ aヴﾗﾏ デｴW さ“Wﾉaｷゲｴ 
GWﾐWざ ゲIヴｷヮデぶ M;┞ﾐ;ヴS “ﾏｷデｴ ﾗﾐﾉ┞ ﾆWヮデ IﾗヴヴWゲヮﾗﾐSWﾐIW ヴWﾉ;デWS デﾗ さTｴW L┞ゲWﾐﾆﾗ Aaa;ｷヴざく105 Even 
though least involved in this particular episode に the producer thanked him for advising, but he did 
not make the credits に it was the most personal for Maynard Smith.106 In fact, デｴW WヮｷゲﾗSWげゲ ゲ┌HﾃWIデが 
デｴW L┞ゲWﾐﾆﾗ Aaa;ｷヴが ┘;ゲ ヮｷ┗ﾗデ;ﾉ ｷﾐ M;┞ﾐ;ヴS “ﾏｷデｴげゲ ﾗ┘ﾐ ヮﾗﾉｷデｷI;ﾉ ;ﾐS ゲIｷWﾐデｷaｷI HWﾉｷWaゲく  
The drama-documentary, first broadcast on 30 December 1974, charts the rise of Trofim Denisovich Ly-
senko, a Soviet agrobiologist who rejected Mendelian genetics and preferred a form of Lamarckian inher-
itance of acquired characters, called Michurinism. Maynard Smith had been a genetics student in the 
ﾉ;デW ヱΓヴヰゲが ;ﾐS ;デ デｴW ヮW;ﾆ ﾗa デｴW L┞ゲWﾐﾆﾗ ;aa;ｷヴが けぷデへｴW ｷSW; ﾗa デｴW ｷﾐｴWヴｷデ;ﾐIW ﾗa ;Iケ┌ｷヴWS Iｴ;ヴ;IデWヴゲ 
SｷS ﾐﾗデ ゲWWﾏ デﾗ ﾏW ﾗH┗ｷﾗ┌ゲﾉ┞ a;ﾉゲWぎ ｷﾐSWWSが I ┘;ゲ ヮヴWﾃ┌SｷIWS ｷﾐ ｷデゲ a;┗ﾗ┌ヴげ ふ;ﾐS ｴW SｷS ゲﾗﾏW ヴWゲW;ヴIｴ 
in that direction).107 The reason lay in his own Marxist past, as  
[t]here is something deeply undialectical about a gene that influences development, but is it-
self unaffected. I therefore do not think that those Marxist philosophers who supported Ly-
senko were merely jumping on a bandwagon, although doubtless some were. If they sincere-
ly believed that Marxism was a good guide to scientific practice に and I certainly thought that 
in 1948 に then they were right to support Lysenko.108 
A Party member since 1939, Maynard Smith に like other British Marxists at the time に had dismissed 
gulags as capitalist propaganda. But he was trained in Mendelian genetics, and after a few experi-
ments which disproved Lamarckian inheritance as suggested by Lysenko, he was no longer sympa-
thetic to the direction Soviet science was taﾆｷﾐｪく Iﾐ a;Iデが L┞ゲWﾐﾆﾗ W┗Wﾐデ┌;ﾉﾉ┞ ┘;ゲ けデｴW Iヴ;Iﾆ ｷﾐ デｴW 




S;┞がげ ｴW ヴWI;ﾉﾉWS ｷﾐ ヱΓΓΑが けヴW;Sｷﾐｪ デｴW ヱΓヴΒ Hﾗﾗﾆ ;Hﾗ┌デ デｴW ヮヴﾗIWWSｷﾐｪゲ ﾗa デｴW LWﾐｷﾐ AI;SWﾏ┞ ﾗa 
Agricultural Sciences or something, and being absolutely horrifiedくげ110 At that moment, the Party offi-
cially endorsed a science he knew to be false.  
The Horizon episode opens with a re-Wﾐ;IデﾏWﾐデ ﾗa L┞ゲWﾐﾆﾗげゲ ゲヮWWIｴ ｪｷ┗Wﾐ ;デ デｴｷゲ ﾏWWデｷﾐｪ ﾗa デｴW LWﾐｷﾐ 
Academy of Agricultural Sciences. Close-ups of Lysenko (played by Terrence Hardiman) are intercut 
with scenes depicting the ripping up and burning of genetics books and the destruction of laborato-
ries by uniformed men. As the speech ends, we see the assembled academicians rising and applaud-
ｷﾐｪ L┞ゲWﾐﾆﾗが ┘ｴｷﾉW デｴW ﾐ;ヴヴ;デﾗヴ W┝ヮﾉ;ｷﾐゲ デｴ;デが けIﾐ ヱΓヴΒが ┘ｷデｴ デｴWゲW ┘ﾗヴSゲが デｴW ゲデ┌S┞ ﾗa デｴW ゲIｷWﾐIW ﾗa 
genetics officially ceased in Soviet ‘┌ゲゲｷ;くげ Fﾗヴ デｴW ﾐW┝デ ｴﾗ┌ヴが ヴW-enactments, or dramatisations, are 
mixed with historical footage of Soviet farmers, Stalin, World War II, and Soviet industrialisation and 
collectivisation. The script interweaves the dialogue during the dramatisations with tｴW ﾐ;ヴヴ;デﾗヴげゲ 
voice-over explanations. The episode shows the lead-┌ヮ デﾗ デｴW ヱΓヴΒ ﾏWWデｷﾐｪが IｴヴﾗﾐｷIﾉｷﾐｪ L┞ゲWﾐﾆﾗげゲ 
beginnings and career, his interactions with Nikolay Ivanovich Vavilov (a Soviet geneticist who de-
fended Mendelism against Lysenko and died in a Soviet prison camp in 1943), as well as the larger 
ｷゲゲ┌Wゲ ﾗa ‘┌ゲゲｷ;げゲ ヮヴﾗHﾉWﾏゲ ┘ｷデｴ aWWSｷﾐｪ ｷデゲ ﾉ;ヴｪW ヮﾗヮ┌ﾉ;デｷﾗﾐが N;┣ｷ GWヴﾏ;ﾐ┞ ｷﾐ┗;Sｷﾐｪ ;ﾐS N;┣ｷ ゲIｷWﾐど
tists leading to an association of genetics with eugenics and fascism. It then comes full circle by 
dramaデｷゲｷﾐｪ ｷﾐ ﾏﾗヴW SWデ;ｷﾉ デｴW ヱΓヴΒ ﾏWWデｷﾐｪが Iﾉﾗゲｷﾐｪ ┘ｷデｴ L┞ゲWﾐﾆﾗげゲ ゲヮWWIｴ ;ﾐS ﾏﾗヴW aﾗﾗデ;ｪW ﾗa ﾉ;H-
destroying and book-burning soldiers. The closing words are spoken over a pile of burning books in a 
dark barn or stable and a closing door, shutting out the lighデぎ けL┞ゲWﾐﾆﾗげゲ Hｷﾗﾉﾗｪ┞ HWI;ﾏW デｴW ﾗaaｷIｷ;ﾉ 
dogma. Tragically, it lasted until 1965. But the consequences for the agricultural sciences are still 
;ヮヮ;ヴWﾐデ デﾗS;┞くげ  
さTｴW L┞ゲWﾐﾆﾗ Aaa;ｷヴざ デｴ┌ゲ Sヴ;ﾏ;デｷゲWS ; ヴWIWﾐデ WヮｷゲﾗSW ﾗa ゲIｷWﾐデｷaｷI ;ﾐS ヮﾗﾉｷデｷI;ﾉ ｷﾏヮﾗヴデ;ﾐIWく The 
hybrid of factual and fictionalised presentation chosen by writer John Wiles and producer Peter Jones 
tells an effective story, and historical documentaries like this have their origins in Britain.111 Classical-
ly, a narrator would dominate, and archival footage be used as illustration. In the 1970s, these forms 




ゲｷﾗﾐ ﾗa ﾗヴ;ﾉ ｴｷゲデﾗヴ┞ ｷﾐデWヴ┗ｷW┘ゲ ふ┘ｴｷIｴ ┘W Sﾗ ﾐﾗデ ｴ;┗W ｷﾐ さTｴW L┞ゲWﾐﾆﾗ Aaa;ｷヴざぶ ﾗヴ aｷIデｷﾗﾐ;ﾉｷゲ;デｷons of 
events (which we do have).112 But the format raises several questions about the perception of history 
;ﾐS ｷﾐ ｴﾗ┘ a;ヴ さa;Iデざ I;ﾐ HW SｷaaWヴWﾐデｷ;デWS aヴﾗﾏ さaｷIデｷﾗﾐざく For Maynard Smith, this was worrying giv-
en the importance of the Lysenko Affair for him personally and the science of genetics and sci-
ence/politics interaction more generally.113 He voiced his concerns about the blurring of fact and fic-
tion to Jones, writing that although he felt that they had けｪﾗデ デｴW ゲヮｷヴｷデ ﾗa デｴW デｴｷﾐｪ ;Hﾗ┌デ ヴｷｪｴデがげ he 
was 
not very happy about dramatized reconstructions about issues as controversial as this one. 
The audience have a right to know which remarks were actually made and which have been 
invented. My impression was that you had kept less close to the available written sources 
than you might have done.114  
Maynard Smith wondered if he could be sent the script to check it against the source material. Par-
ticularly, he was thinking about the 1948 meeting に since transcripts existed for this meeting, there 
was no excuse for not using them.115 JﾗﾐWゲげ ヴWヮﾉ┞ ｷゲ ヴWﾏｷﾐｷゲIWﾐデ ﾗa “ｷﾐｪWヴげゲ ヮヴｷﾐIｷヮﾉWゲ ﾗa ゲIｷWﾐIW 
Hヴﾗ;SI;ゲデｷﾐｪぎ けヮヴｷﾗヴｷデ┞ ﾏ┌ゲデ HW ｪｷ┗Wﾐ デﾗ デｴW ﾏWSｷ┌ﾏ ヴ;デｴWヴ デｴ;ﾐ デﾗ ゲIｷWﾐデｷaｷI ヮWS;ﾐデヴ┞くげ116 Jones too 
established effectiveness and engagement value of a programme over literal accuracy. He agreed 
with Maynard Smith デｴ;デ Sヴ;ﾏ;デｷゲ;デｷﾗﾐ ﾗa デｴW ヮ;ゲデ ｷゲ け; ヮ;ヴデｷI┌ﾉ;ヴﾉ┞ SｷaaｷI┌ﾉデ ケ┌Wゲデｷﾗﾐげ デｴ;デ けIWヴデ;ｷﾐﾉ┞ 
worries meげく TｴWヴW ┘WヴW ｪ┌ｷSWﾉｷﾐWゲ H┌デ SｷゲI┌ゲゲｷﾗﾐ ┘ｷデｴｷﾐ デｴW BBC ｴ;S HWWﾐ ｷﾐIﾗﾐIﾉ┌ゲｷ┗Wく (The Docu-
mentary and Magazines Department had actually closed down in 1955.117) Jones trusted in the audi-
WﾐIWゲげ ;Hｷﾉｷデ┞ デﾗ ヴW;ﾉｷゲW ヮ;ヴデゲ ┘WヴW Sヴ;ﾏ;デｷゲWS ;ﾐS デｴ┌ゲ デﾗ ;ﾐ W┝デWﾐデ aｷIデｷﾗﾐ;ﾉｷゲWSぎ け;aデWヴ ;ﾉﾉが ﾐﾗ ヴWIﾗヴS 
can exist of many of the private conversationゲ ヮﾗヴデヴ;┞WSげく HW Wﾐゲ┌ヴWS M;┞ﾐ;ヴS “ﾏｷデｴが ｴﾗ┘W┗Wヴが デｴ;デ 
even those scenes were based on research in an attempt to be as authentic, if not accurate, as possi-
ble. Importantly, and certainly for Maynard Smith に ┘ｴﾗ ┘;ゲ ヮ┌デ ;デ W;ゲW H┞ JﾗﾐWゲげ ﾉWデデWヴ に was the 
following point. The hybrid of presentation modes was particularly effective for science documen-




I do not know whether you will agree with this but most conventional science documentaries 
can deal quite well with an idea or a concept sometimes very well, but it can only rarely 
communicate what doing science is like in a particular political or historical climate.118 
Science is not always straightforwardly translatable from the lab or office. Science documentaries 
employing dramatisation can be said to both illustrate and construct science (the same goes for his-
デﾗヴｷI;ﾉ SﾗI┌ﾏWﾐデ;ヴｷWゲが ;ﾐS ｷﾐ デｴW I;ゲW ﾗa さTｴW L┞ゲWﾐﾆﾗ Aaa;ｷヴざ ┘W ;ヴW SW;ﾉｷﾐｪ ┘ｷデｴ Hﾗデｴ ゲIｷWﾐIW ;ﾐS 
history).119 While documentaries aim at presenting realit┞が デｴW┞ ;ヴW け; J;ﾐ┌ゲ-face genre, at the same 
デｷﾏW W┗ｷSWﾐIW ;ﾐS ;ヴデｷaｷIWげく120 M;┞ﾐ;ヴS “ﾏｷデｴげゲ Iﾗﾏヮﾉ;ｷﾐデ ;Hﾗ┌デ Hﾉ┌ヴヴｷﾐｪ デｴW ﾉｷﾐWゲ HWデ┘WWﾐ a;Iデ ;ﾐS 
fiction in re-enactments echoes that directed at producers when they first started using these new 
ways of visualisation. The BBC continued to use dramatisations in its documentaries however, and 
ｷﾐIヴW;ゲWS デｴWｷヴ ┌ゲW ;ﾐS ゲデ;ｪWS ゲIWﾐWゲ ;aデWヴ ヱΓΒヰが ｪヴW;デﾉ┞ けW┝ヮ;ﾐSぷｷﾐｪへ デｴW IヴW;デｷ┗W ヮﾗゲゲｷHｷﾉｷデｷWゲ ﾗa 
ヮヴﾗS┌IWヴゲ ;ﾐS SｷヴWIデﾗヴゲげく Aデ デｴW ゲ;ﾏW デｷﾏWが ヴW-Wﾐ;IデﾏWﾐデゲ け┘WヴW ;ﾉﾏﾗゲデ ｷnvariably paired off with 
デｴW ;┌デｴﾗヴｷデ;デｷ┗W W┝ヮﾗゲｷデﾗヴ┞ ﾏﾗSWが ﾗaデWﾐ ┗ﾗｷIWS デｴヴﾗ┌ｪｴ ; ヴWﾏｷﾐｷゲIｷﾐｪ ゲIｷWﾐデｷゲデくげ121 
O┗Wヴ;ﾉﾉが さTｴW L┞ゲWﾐﾆﾗ Aaa;ｷヴざ ｷゲ ﾉWゲゲ SｷヴWIデﾉ┞ IﾗﾐﾐWIデWS デﾗ デｴW ｷSW; ﾗa ゲIｷWﾐIW Iﾗﾏﾏ┌ﾐｷI;デｷﾗﾐ HWｷﾐｪ ; 
ゲIｷWﾐデｷゲデげゲ ゲﾗIｷ;ﾉ ヴWゲヮﾗﾐゲｷHｷﾉｷデ┞く B┌デ ｷデ ｴｷｪhlights a related responsibility, one on which scientist and 
ヮヴﾗS┌IWヴ Sｷゲ;ｪヴWWS ;ゲ ┘W ｴ;┗W ;ﾉヴW;S┞ ゲWWﾐ ｷﾐ デｴW I;ゲW ﾗa デｴW ヴ;Sｷﾗ ┘ｷデｴ けBｷﾗﾉﾗｪｷI;ﾉ B;Iﾆﾉ;ゲｴげぎ 
whether content or medium takes precedence. On a topic as politically and scientifically charged as 
the Lysenko Affair, Maynard Smith に who had lived through it に felt that scientific and historical accu-
ヴ;I┞ ﾐWWS デﾗ HW デｴW ヮヴｷﾗヴｷデ┞く TｴW ヮ┌HﾉｷI ｴ;S ; ヴｷｪｴデ デﾗ ﾆﾐﾗ┘ さ┘ｴ;デ ヴW;ﾉﾉ┞ ｴ;ヮヮWﾐWSざく B┌デ JﾗﾐWゲ ;ゲど
serted that in (scientific) documentaries, authenticity is more important than accuracy. His profes-
ゲｷﾗﾐ;ﾉ W┝ヮWヴデｷゲW ;ゲ ヮヴﾗS┌IWヴ ﾗ┗WヴヴｷSWゲ M;┞ﾐ;ヴS “ﾏｷデｴげゲ ;ゲ ; ｪWﾐWデｷIｷゲデく Aﾉﾏﾗゲデ ; SWI;SW ;aデWヴ A┌HヴW┞ 
“ｷﾐｪWヴげゲ ﾉWIデ┌ヴW ﾗﾐ ゲIｷWﾐIW Hヴﾗ;SI;ゲデｷﾐｪが ｴｷゲ ヮヴｷﾐIｷヮﾉWゲ ゲデｷﾉﾉ ｴWﾉSく  
VI. Conclusion 
As Morley notes, we must not treat ゲIｷWﾐデｷゲデゲげ ﾐﾗﾐ-specialist communications as being of less value 




デｷWゲげが ヴ;デｴWヴ デｴ;ﾐ ﾉWデデｷﾐｪ ﾗﾐW デ;ﾆW ﾗ┗Wヴ デｴW ﾗデｴWヴが ;ゲ ｴ;ヮヮWﾐWSが aﾗヴ ｷﾐゲデ;ﾐIWが with Sir Julian Huxley or 
Sir John Arthur Thompson, whose research output diminished as their non-specialist work in-
creased.123 John Maynard Smith was equally exceptional in maintaining both a highly successful re-
search career and being a public intellectual who regularly appeared on radio and television.   
O┌ヴ aﾗ┌ヴ I;ゲW ゲデ┌SｷWゲ ゲｴﾗ┘ デｴ;デ M;┞ﾐ;ヴS “ﾏｷデｴげゲ ｷﾐ┗ﾗﾉ┗WﾏWﾐデ ｷﾐ ゲIｷWﾐIW Hヴﾗ;SI;ゲデｷﾐｪ Iﾗﾐaｷヴﾏゲ 
points raised by Boon, Jones and Keller about internal BBC developments towards increasing media-
tion and the est;HﾉｷゲｴﾏWﾐデ ﾗa デｴW ヮヴﾗS┌IWヴげゲ ヮヴﾗaWゲゲｷﾗﾐ;ﾉ W┝ヮWヴデｷゲW ﾗ┗Wヴ デｴW IﾗﾐデWﾐデ W┝ヮWヴデｷゲW ﾗa 
scientists. Maynard Smith too changed from being the creator of his own content in the very first 
broadcasts to being primarily (though not exclusively) a contributor from the late 1960s onwards. In 
terms of content, his work changed from more straightforward exposition of scientific ideas to dis-
I┌ゲゲｷﾗﾐ ﾗa ゲIｷWﾐIW ;ﾐS ゲﾗIｷWデ┞ ヴWﾉ;デｷﾗﾐゲｴｷヮゲく WｴｷﾉW ｷﾐｷデｷ;ﾉﾉ┞ IヴｷデｷI;ﾉ ﾗa aﾗI┌ゲｷﾐｪ ﾏﾗヴW ﾗﾐ ゲIｷWﾐIWげゲ ゲﾗど
cial implications than scienceげゲ ｷSW;ゲが ｴW I;ﾏW デﾗ SｷゲI┌ゲゲ Hﾗデｴく Iﾐ a;Iデが ｴW I;ヴヴｷWS ゲﾗﾏW ﾗa デｴWゲW ｷSW;ゲ 
over into his support for the British Society for Social Responsibility in Science, which tried to address 
the same shifts in attitudes towards science from within science that the BBC was meeting in its shift 
to more science-critical programming. At the same time that Maynard Smith reflected on the science 
and society relationship he also reflected on the science and media relationship, staying critical both 
publicly and privately. Given his conviction that scientists needed to speak about their work, it is not 
ゲ┌ヴヮヴｷゲｷﾐｪ デｴ;デ ｴW ゲ┌HﾏｷデデWS デﾗ デｴW BBCげゲ ﾏWSｷ;デｷﾗﾐ に it was an important platform for speaking to 
non-specialists に but he could not shake off his preference for accuracy over authenticity in science 
broadcasting. 
F┌ヴデｴWヴ ﾏｷIヴﾗｴｷゲデﾗヴｷWゲ ﾉｷﾆW デｴW ;Hﾗ┗W aヴﾗﾏ ゲIｷWﾐデｷゲデゲげ ヮﾗｷﾐデゲ ﾗa ┗ｷW┘ ﾗa ゲIｷWﾐIW Hヴﾗ;SI;ゲデｷﾐｪが SｷaaWヴど
ences between radio and television and long-デWヴﾏ デヴWﾐSゲ ┘ｷﾉﾉ ｴWﾉヮ Wゲデ;Hﾉｷゲｴ ゲIｷWﾐデｷゲデゲげ ﾏﾗデｷ┗;デｷﾗﾐゲ 




[t]he desire to communicate beyond science seems to have been more strongly connected to 
their own experience than to a concern for the experience of others. [...] there is very little 
talk of duty or interest in public understanding in these interviews.124 
Iﾐ M;┞ﾐ;ヴS “ﾏｷデｴが ┘W ｴ;┗W ゲWWﾐ デｴW ﾗヮヮﾗゲｷデWぎ ; aﾗI┌ゲ ﾗﾐ W┝ヮﾉ;ｷﾐｷﾐｪ ゲIｷWﾐIW ;ﾐS ｷデ HWｷﾐｪ ; ゲIｷWﾐデｷゲデげゲ 
social responsibilities. He returned to radio and television time and again, still speaking about and 
being interviewed about the big and small questions of evolution, genetics and science until a few 
years before his death in 2004.  
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